C.2 


I^orth  Carolina  Stafe  Library 
galeigh 


DCP 


POPULATION    AND     ECONOMY 


ROXBORO,        NORTH 


CAROLINA 


Digitized  by  the  Internet  Archive 

in  2010  with  funding  from 
State  Library  of  North  Carolina 


http://www.archive.org/details/populationeconomOOmano 


POPULATION    AND     ECONOMY 


R  0  X  B  0  R  0 


NORTH 


CAROLINA 


PREPARED  BY; 


PREPARED  FOR: 


*Dr.  Lawerance  Mann 
Planning  Consultant 
Chapel  Hill,  North  Carolina 


Roxboro  Planning  Board 
Roxboro,  North  Carolina 


In  Cooperation  With 

Department  of  Conservation  and  Development 
Division  of  Community  Planning 

George  J.  Monaghan,  Administrator 


D.  R.  Taylor,  Chairman 

C.  C.  King 

Mildred  Nichols 

Banks  Berry 

B  .  R  .  Duncan 

J.  F.  Neel,  City  Manager 


The  preparation  of  this  report  was  financially  aided  through  a  Federal  grant 
from  the  Urban  Renewal  Administration  of  the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency: 
under  the  Urban  Planning  Assistance  Program  authorized  by  Section  701  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1954,  as  amended. 


*  Responsible  for  this  report 


Price  -  $.  50 
August-1963  /  DCP 


TABLE  OF   CONTENTS 

Page 

I.  THE  POPULATION  OF  ROXBORO 2 

A.  Present  Population  Characteristics  ...,.»  ...,=»...  »  2 

B.  Population  Distribution  and  Density ,.,,».  o  3 

C.  Population  Trends   ....,..,  .....  h 

D.  Roxboro  Population  -  1980 7 

II.  THE  ECONOMY  OF  ROXBORO 9 

A.  Structure  of  the  Present  Economy 9 

B.  Labor  Force  -  Distribution  of  Employment  .............  11 

C.  The  Economic  Base 13 

D.  Trends  in  the  Economy 16 

E.  Projection  of  the  Roxboro  Economy 19 

III.  CONCLUSIONS 22 


PERSON    COUNTY 
ROXBORO  a    VICINITY 

1963 


ORANGE      COUNTY 


DURHAM      COUNTY 


INTRODUCTION 


The  report  Is  divided  Into  two  main  sections.   The  first  deals  with  the  population, 

its  past  growth,  composition,  and  expected  size  in  1980,  The  second  section  considers 

the  local  economy,  its  various  components,  the  trends  in  economic  development,  and 
projections  to  1980  of  these  trends. 
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I.  THE  POPULATION  OF  ROXBORO 


The  residents  of  RoxborO;  for  purposes  of  this  report,  include  not  only  those  living  with- 
in the  municipal  boundaries,  but  also  those  residing  nearby  in  areas  not  annexed  to  the 
City.   The  best  available  information  on  the  "real"  Roxboro  population  then  is  that  for 
Roxboro  Township.  1/   Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  entire  Township  will  be  treated  as 
" Roxb  or o  Area  .  " 


A .   Present  Population  Characteristics 

In  1960  12,447  persons  resided  in  the  Roxboro  area.   There  were  more  females  than  males 
in  the  population,  a  ratio  of  about  110  females  to  100  males,  is  similar  to  the  State 
urban  average.   The  population  is  slightly  younger  than  is  typical  of  ilorth  Carolina 
urban  areas:  about  42  percent  of  the  residents  under  age  21  and  only  6.3  percent  are 
over  age  65.   The  State-urban  figures  are  40.9  percent  for  those  under  21  years  and  6.7 
percent  for  people  over  65  years. 

In  ethnic  and  racial  characteristics,  Roxboro  differs  somewhat  from  the  State  urban 
average.   The  proportion  of  Negroes  in  the  population  is  about  one-fourth,  slightly 
higher  than  the  State-urban  average.   On  the  other  hand,  the  Roxboro  area  has  almost 
no  residents  who  were  either  foreign -born  or  born  of  foreign  parents.   (Since  the 
State's  foreign-born  population  more  than  doubled  between  1940  and  1960,  and  since  the 
location  of  these  people  probably  indicates  the  opportunity  areas  where  most  in-migrants 
went,  the  fact  is  significant.) 

Further  Indication  of  the  paucity  of  in-migrants   to  the  population  comes  from  the  pro- 
portion of  residents  native  to  the  state.   Despite  the  nearness  of  the  Virginia  border, 
a  higher  than  average  proportion  of  the  Person  County  population  was  born  in  North 
Carolina.   Similarly,  a  very  low  proportion  of  the  County's  1960  population  had  moved 
in  from  another  county  between  1955  and  1960.   Indeed,  only  five  counties  in  the  en- 
tire State  (Anson,  Ashe,  Gates,  Graham  and  Bertie)  had  lower  proportions  than  Person's 
7.3  percent. 


1/   Special  1960  Census  tabulations  for  "minor  civil  divisions"  organized  by  Division 
of  Community  Planning,  North  Carolina  Department  of  Conservation  and  De  ve  lopm.en  t  . 
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Educational  attainment  in  the  Roxboro  population  is  consicerably  lower  than  the  State- 
urban  average.   The  it. edian  nunber  of  years  completed  is  8.9  years,  and  the  number  of 
persons  having  only  1-4  years  schooling  is  disproportionately  high.   There  are  rela- 
tively few  persons  with  more  than  12  years  education  living  in  the  area. 


B .   Population  Distribution  and  Density 

Less  than  half  of  the  population  of  Roxboro  Township  now  lives  in  the  City  of  Roxboro. 
Some  7,300  residents  live  in  the  "fringe"  outside  the  city  limits.   Indications  are 
that  the  "fringe"  population  is  concentrated  most  heavily  to  the  southeast  and  least 
heavily  to  the  southwest.   (See  discussion  on  distribution  of  the  labor  supply  potential, 
below.)   Longhurst,  the  northerly  unincorporated  area,  accounts  for  only  slightly  over 
one-fifth  of  the  "fringe"  population. 

Rox'coro  Township  provides  residence  for  very  nearly  half  of  the  Person  County  population, 
Less  ;han  fourteen  thousand  people  live  in  the  other  eight  townships  together.   >;one  of 
the  other  townships  has  even  one-fifth  of  the  population  found  in  the  Roxboro  area. 

The  "fringe,"  or  the  part  of  Roxboro  Township  outside  the  city  limits,  is  essentially 
a  mix::ure  of  urban  and  rural  areas.   It  has  less  than  a  tenth  of  the  population  density 
of  the  City  itself,  but  its  density  is  more  than  twice  that  of  any  of  the  peripheral 
townships  in  the  County. 

Differences  between  the  City  of  Roxboro  and  the  "fringe"  area  and  between  Roxboro 
Township  and  the  peripheral  townships  are  apparent  in  population  characteristics.   The 
male-Jeraale  ratio'for  the  City  of  Roxboro  is  1  :  1.08;  for  the  "fringe"  area  it  is 
1  :  1.04.   This  contrasts  sharply  with  the  outlying  rural  farm  population  where  the 
ratio  is  1  :  C.98.   Thus,  fem^ales  predom.inate  more  heavily  in  town  than  in  the  "fringe,':' 
while  'ales  predominate  in  the  rural  areas.   The  City  population  is  older  than  the 
"fringe."   While  63.5  percent  of  the  City's  population  is  over  age  21,  only  54,5 
percent  of  those  residing  in  the  remainder  of  the  townships  have  attained  that  age. 
Of  the  outlying  rural  farm  population,  just  over  half  the  population  is  21  or  over. 


There  are  also  differences  in  the  racial  composition  of  these  areas.   While  nearly 
28  percent  of  the  town  population  is  Negro,  the  "fringe"  proportion  is  less  than  27 
percent.   However,  some  44  percent  of  the  population  in  outlying  townships  is  A'egro. 
This  clearly  shows  the  special  nature  of  Roxboro  Township.   Since  we  l<aow  that  parts 
of  the  "fringe"  are  similar  in  nature  to  the  outlying  rural  area,  the  low  proportion 
of  nonwhite  population  suggests  the  existence  of  substantial  areas  that  are  "suburban" 
with  predominantly  white  populations. 


EACH   DOT    REPRESENTS  100  RESIDENTS 


VIRGINIA      LINE 


THE    POPULATION    DENSITY    OF 
PERSON    COUNTY    &    ROXBORO     ARE/ 


ORANGE    COUNTY 


The  average  educational  attainment  is  higher  for  town  residents  than  for  those  living  in 
the  "fringe."   But  this  is  to  be  accounted  for  in  the  disproportionately  low  number  of 
"fringe"  residents  who  have  attended  college  and  the  high  proportion  who  have  not  com- 
pleted eight  years  of  schooling.   About  35  percent  of  the  population  over  age  25  in  both 
areas  have  been  to  high  school.   Only  about  27.5  percent  of  the  outlying  rural  farm  popu- 
lation of  the  same  age  level  have  attended  high  school. 

The  differences  between  the  characteristics  of  the  city  and  "fringe"  populations  are  com- 
plex.  The  "fringe"  has  a  younger  population  with  slightly  less  predominance  of  females 
over  males.   The  proportion  of  the  Negro  population  is  slightly  lower  In  the  "fringe," 
and  the  educational  attainment  level  is  lower. 


C .   Population  Trends 

The  Roxboro  area  is  growing  slowly.   When  examined  over  the  past  20  or  30  years,  the  net 
growth  rate  is  less  than  the  excess  of  births  over  deaths  during  the  period.   However, 
there  has  been  a  recent  upturn  in  the  population  growth  trend  for  Roxboro  Township.   To 
see  how  this  has  taken  place,  and  to  see  the  importance  of  sustaining  the  recent  trend, 
various  components  of  population  change  for  the  area  between  1940  and  1960  will  be  useful 


ROaBGRO  township  COMPOtlENTS  OF  POPULATIOi;  CHANGE 


( Componen  t  ) 

Natural  Increase 
(births  less  deaths)  — 

In-migration  2/ 

Out-migration  3/ 

Net  Iligration  3/ 

Net  Change  3/ 


1/ 


(  1940-50) 

1,859 

(1,559) 

(-3,617) 

-2,058 

-199 


(1950-60) 

1  ,823 

(1,377) 

(-883) 

494 
2,317 


(  1940-60) 

3  ,682 
(2,936) 

(-4,500) 

-1,564 

2,118 


1/  Estimates  of  natural  increase  are  rounded  at  1.8  percent  per  year,  which  is  consistent 
wiih  the  cumulative  fertility  rates  given  in  the  Census. 

2_/  Estimates  of  in-migration  are  arrived  at  by  projecting  the  State  proportions  for  inter- 
county  migration  from  one  year  (1950  Census)  to  five  years  (1960  Census)  which  yields 
a  26  percent  figure  for  a  decade.   The  ratio  applied  to  the  1950  data  is  then  4.4 
(2i',/5.9)  and  for  the  1960  data  it  is  1.73  (25/15).   In-migration  figures  above  result 
directly  from,  applying  these  ratios  to  numbers  of  people  having  prior  residence  out- 
side county  in  specified  period.  Township  data  from.  1950  were  not  availabk,  but  it  was 
assumed  that  half  of  the  county  in-migrants  were  to  Roxboro  Township. 

3_/  Ou  t-migra  t  ion  is  the  difference  becweer     in-;.,  igr  a  £  i  on  and  net  migration,  which  is  in  turn 
the  difference  between  net  change  and  assumed  natural  increase. 


POPULATION    GROWTH 

ROXBORO  CITY,  TOWNSHIP,  AND  PERSON    COUNTY 
ACTUAL,  "natural"    S  ADJUSTED     "NATURAL' 


—ACTUAL NATURAL    NATURAL  ADJ. 

LOSS     liUlllllllIlU  ADJUSTED    I 


1940  1950  I960  1970 


1980 


Estimates  of  migration  are  low  here,  since  they  do  not  account  for  the  substantial 
numbers  of  people  who  have  moved  to  the  Roxboro  area  from  outlying  portions  of 
Per s  on  County. 

The  effects  of  out-migration  on  population  change  are  even  more  dramatic  for  the 
outlying  townships.   Estimated  natural  increase  between  1940  and  1960  is  about 
5,208,  and  additions  to  the  population  must  have  been  about  3,125  from  in-migr a t i on , 
(See  footnote  in  the  preceding  table  for  estimation.)   These  outlying  townships 
lost  753  residents  during  the  period;  so  the  net  out-migration  was  5,961.   But  the 
total  number  of  residents  who  moved  out  seems  to  be  some  8,333.   Here  we  have  a 
situation  where  almost  three  times  as  many  people  moved  out  as  moved  in. 

The  migration  balance  in  Roxboro  Township  is  much  more  favorable.  For  every  five 
persons  who  move  out,  more  than  three  take  their  places.  And  during  the  past  ten 
years  three  people  have  moved  in  for  every  two  who  moved  away.  There  has  been  no 
such  recent  change  in  the  surrounding  townships. 

Population  distribution  in  the  Roxboro  area  is  changing.   The  "fringe"  is  growing 
more  rapidly  from  in-migration  than  is  the  City,  although  the  difference  is  not  a 
sharp  one.   In  1940  the  "fringe"  housed  just  over  55  percent  of  the  township  popu- 
lation, but  by  1960  the  proportion  had  risen  to  nearly  59  percent. 


In  broader  perspective,  the  increasing  dominance  of  the  Roxboro  area  in  the 
County  is  even  more  striking.   In  1920  the  peripheral  townships  accounted  for  more 
than  70  percent  of  Person  County's  population.   By  1960  only  about  half  of  the 
county  residents  lived  outside  Roxboro  Township.   Indeed  this  long-term  trend 
is  so  consistent  and  regular  that  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  by  now  more 
than  half  of  the  Person  County  population  lives  in  the  Roxboro  Area. 


ROXBORO    TOWNSHIP    COMPONENTS    OF    POPULATION    CHANGE    1940-1950 

EACH    SQUARE    EQUALS    100    PERSON 
NATURAL    INCREASE  IN-MIGRATION 
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Changes  in  population  and  its  distribution  are  reflected  also  in  the  characteristics  of 
the  population.   Since  1950  data  are  not  available  for  the  "fringe,"  trends  here  are  for 
the  City  of  Roxboro. 

The  population  of  Roxboro  is  becoming  older.   The  median  age  has  increased  from  29  in  1950 
by  more  than  three  years  to  the  1960  figure  of  32.1  years.   The  proportion  of  Negroes  in 
the  total  population  is  increasing  slightly.   This  increase  was  about  one  percent  during 
the  past  decade.   Finally,  the  level  of  educational  attainment  is  increasing  markedly.  The 
average  number  of  years  schooling  completed  in  the  Roxboro  population  has  risen  by  nearly 
a  full  year  during  the  past  ten  years.   This  was  about  the  same  rate  for  the  State,  but 
somewhat  slower  than  that  for  urban  areas  of  North  Carolina. 
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There  are  also  important  differences  in  population  trends  by  race.   Generally,  the  in- 
crease in  the  female  population  of  Roxboro  is  due  to  white  women  moving  in  and  white  men 
moving  out.   These  almost  balance  out,  leaving  any  increase  in  white  population  account- 
able to  natural  increase  alone.   For  the  Negro  population,  the  trend  reverses.   Twice  as 
many  Negro  women  are  moving  out  as  are  moving  in,  and  more  Negro  men  are  moving  in  than 
are  migrating  to  other  places.   The  balance  leaves  a  decline  in  the  adult  Negro  popu- 
lation, particularly  in  the  twenties  and  forties.   But  the  higher  natural  increase  rate 


_1/  Interpretations  about  in-mlgration  can  be  questioned,  for  there  was  some  annexation 
of  new  territory.   But  the  pattern  is  so  complex  as  to  suggest  that  annexation  alone 
could  not  account  for  most  increases. 


ROXBORO    TOWNSHIP    COMPONENTS    OF    POPULATION    CHANGE    1950-1960 

EACH    SQUARE    EQUALS    100   PERSON 


NATURAL    INCREASE 
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Almost  all  of  the  female  in-migration  referred  to  above  is  attributable  to  white  women 
in  their  late  teens  or  over  forty-five  years  of  age.   Female  out -migration  is  found 
among  Negro  women  in  their  early  twenties,  in  white  women  in  late  twenties  and  early 
thirties,  and  in  Negro  women  ages  35-44.   This  complex  pattern  of  trends  is  important 
because  it  may  indicate  the  future  structure  of  Roxboro's  population. 


D, 


Roxboro  Population  -  1980 


If  current  growth  trends  continue  for  the  next  twenty  years,  the  expected  population  for 
Roxboro  Township  will  resemble  the  graphic  on  the  opposite  page.  A  population  of  16,645 
is  forecast  for  the  Township,  while  the  City  will  have  risen  about  2,000  persons  for  the 
same  period.  The  "fringe"  area  will  expand  to  about  9,200  people,  while  the  surrounding 
Townships  will  lose  approximately  12,000  persons.  By  1980  the  Roxboro  Area  will  contain 
better  than  58  percent  of  the  county's  population. 

Even  though  the  Roxboro  Area  will  continue  to  grow  throughout  the  planning  period,  the 
growth  will  be  slowed  because  of  people  moving  out  of  the  County.   The  population  gains 
through  natural  increase  will  be  only  about  half  realized  because  the  number  of  births 
will  make  up  only  one  half  the  number  of  people  moving  out.   The  "fringe"  will  suffer 
even  more  from  this  trend.   The  City  will  not  grow  as  fast  as  expected  because  migration 
losses  will  discount  two  of  every  three  gains  in  natural  increase.   The  surrounding  Town- 
ships will  suffer  the  most  in  the  next  twenty  years  because  they  will  be  faced  with  a 
net  loss  of  over  600  persons  per  year. 

The  characteristics  of  the  population  of  Roxboro  and  Person  County  will  be  considerably 
different  from  today's  pattern.   The  following  Chart  shows  the  result  of  a  projection  of 
the  Person  County  population  by  age  groups,  sex  and  race  with  comparison  to  the  1960 
situation.   Though  a  slight  increase  in  numbers  of  persons  in  their  twenties  is  foreseen 
for  both  sexes,  whites  and  Negroes  alike,  these  gains  will  be  more  than  offset  by  losses 


of  mature  adults 
relative  aging  of  popula 


m 


in  their  thirties  and  forties^   The  greatest  change  will  be  in  the 
population.   The  Increase  m  the  population  over  age  fifty  will  be 
Q    whites  than  Mesroe'  and  mon--    amone  women  than  men. 


jre  evident  among  whites  than  Megroe'  and  more  among  women  than  men. 
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The  issue  being  explored  here  is  whether  present  trends  promise  a  ready-made  bright 
future  for  Roxboro,   Evidence  concerning  population  traits  indicates  no  such  guarantee 
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n.  THE  ROXBORO  ECONOMY 

The  number  and  types  of  people  who  will  live  in  Roxboro  in  the  future  is  not  just  a  matter 
of  fulfilling  a  fate.   What  then  can  be  done  to  alter  the  course  of  population  trends? 
Since  it  is  known  that  the  size  and  characteristics  of  population  depend  in  part  on  the 
local  economy,  and  since  economies  are  known  to  be  alterable  by  individual  and  group 
action,  efforts  to  improve  the  community  economic  situation  are  perhaps  the  most 
promising  means. 

A  local  economy  may  be  described  as  being  a  combination  of  all  those  activities  concerned 
with  the  production,  distribution,  and  consumption  of  goods  and  services.   Seen  another 
way,  it  is  the  means  by  which  the  residents  earn  their  living.   No  local  economy  ever 
exists  in  a  vacuum,  for  there  is  always  some  interchange  with  other  local,  regional,  and 
national  economies.   Indeed,  it  is  generally  recognized  that  the  most  healthy  and  dynamic 
local  economies  have  more  relation  to  the  outside  world  than  do  the  more  stagnant  ones. 
For  these  reasons  it  is  important  to  take  a  close  look  at  the  Roxboro  economy  and  examine 
its  s  tructure  . 


A .   Structure  of  the  Present  Economy 

Agriculture  and  forestry  have  historically  provided  the  basis  for  Roxboro's  economy.   The 
City  grew  up  as  a  service  center  to  a  tobacco  growing  area  which  had  considerable  timber 
stocks  and  some  possibilities  for  mixed  farming.   Even  in  the  1960's  "Every  retail  business 
establishment  in  the  County,  in  some  significant  measure,  is  dependent  upon  agriculture 
for  its  existence."   (Person  County  Planning  Board,  Overall  Economic  Development  Program, 
1962;  p.  25)   Tobacco  sales  still  are  predominant  in  this  sector,  with  sales  of  more  than 
ten  million  dollars.   Poultry,  a  recent  comer  which  may  have,  reached  its  peak  in  this 
locality,  is  second  with  less  than  a  tenth  of  this  figure.   Livestock,  grain,  and  milk 
products  are  also  significant  with  annual  sales  of  from  three  to  four  hundred  thousand 
dollars  per  year.   These  activities  still  provide  work  for  one-fifth  of  the  County's  labor 
force,  though  for  only  nominal  numbers  of  workers  residing  in  Roxboro.   Less  than  nine 
percent  of  Roxboro  Township  workers  are  in  agriculture,  and  only  three  percent  of  the 
City  population  is  so  employed. 
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Manufacturing,  centered  in  the  RoxLoiro  area  provides  the  source  of  livelihood  for  more  of 
the  County's  population  Chan  does  agriculture.   It  also  provides  a  much  greater  income  per 
worker  than  does  agriculture  and  accordingly  has  a  far  more  significant  impact  on  the  local 
econor.iy.   According  to  a  recent  locally-conducted  survey  of  manufacturing  activity,  there 
are  twenty-one  plants  in  the  area,  employing  a  total  of  2,915  people.   (There  is  reason  to 
suspect  that  a  number  of  small  plants  vjere  overlooked  in  this  survey;  see  "Trends'"  below.) 
These  enterprises,  organized  into  categories  by  type  of  product,  are  as  follows: 

"Existi::g  manufacturing  employment 

Textiles  and  Related  (Employees) 

Collins  a    Aikman  Corp.    1,100 

Roxboro  Cotton  Mills       450 

Walker  Fabric  &  Mop  Co 3 

Roxboro  Mattress  Co.       2 

Instruments  (Textile  Fabrication) 

Roxboro  Manufacturing  Co 600 

Metal  Fabrication 

Crown  Manufacturing  Co 220 

Roxboro  Metals  Corp.       130 

Lumber  a  Wood  Products 

Pat  Erown  Lumber  Co.       140 

Talbert  6:  Talbert  Lumber  Co 24 

Combo  Industries           18 

Carolina  Wood  Products    2 

Food  Processing 

Person  Farms,  Inc.         100 

Pepsi  Cola  Bottling  Co 32 

Coca  Cola  Bottling  Co.     8 

Mill    Creelc    Process  in  g    Co 4 

Chemicals  '^    Plastics 

Camp  ChemicalCo.  23 

Reinforced  Plastic  Container  Corp 20 

Miscellaneous 

Roxboro  3room  a    Ilewe  1  1  Novelty  Co 15 

CarolinaSroomWorl's 15 

ArtCraftlndustry ^■.- 

City  Ice  a  Fuel  Co. 4 


(1,555) 
(600) 

(350) 

(184) 

(144) 
(43) 

(39) 


7o  Of  Total 

53  7o 
21% 

127. 

67,, 

57o 
1  .  57„ 


Developed  from:  Person  Cour. : 
(  1962)  p.  i; 


y  Planning  Board,  OVERALL  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 
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clearly  textiles  are  dominant.  They  provide  more  than  half  the  manufacturing  employment. 
Nearly  one-third  of  the  total  is  made  up  of  such  key  activities  as  instruments,  metal 
fabrication,  and  plastics.  Lumber  and  wood  products  utilize  local  natural  resources,  and 
most  of  the  food  processing  employment  comes  from  a  poultry  dressing  plant.  Person  Farms. 
However,  there  are  relatively  few  manufacturing  activities  represented;  compared  to  other 
American  communities,  Rcxboro  has  a  low  Industrial  diversification  which  implies  potential 
sensitivity  to  economic  changes  outside.  1/ 

There  is  relatively  little  wholesale  trade  in  Roxboro.   Located  near  larger  centers  such 
as  Durham  and  Danville,  this  is  hardly  surprising.   Less  than  three  percent  of  the  Roxboro 
Township  labor  force  is  employed  in  wholesale  distribution,  while  more  than  16  percent  of 
this  labor  force  works  In  retail  trade.   In  the  1958  Business  Census,  135  retail  business 
establishments  employing  688  workers  had  retail  sales  of  nearly  15  million  dollars  and  a 
payroll  of  1.4  m.illion  dollars.   .The  122  much  smaller  retail  establishments  in  other  parts 
of  the  County  had  sales  of  3.3  million  dollars,  a  payroll  of  just  160  thousand  dollars  and 
employed  just  82  persons.   Mearly  a  third  of  the  sales  were  in  automotive  and  food  stores. 
General  stores  (many  outside  the  City)  and  gas  stations  accounted  for  an  additional 
quarter  of  the  sales. 


B .   The  Labor  Force  -  Distribution  of  Employment 

Knowing  the  proportion  of  the  labor  force  employed  in  various  activities  provides  a  good 
overview  of  the  economic  structure  of  an  area.   Since  available  information  gives  employees 
by  their  place  of  residence  rather  than  place  of  work,  it  is  important  to  start  with  an 
area  large  enough  to  include  most  of  the  residences  of  those  working  in  the  economy  being 
studied.   Thus,  a  study  of  Roxboro's  economy  using  employment  data  could  not  rely  on  data 
for  Roxboro  above  if  significant  numbers  of  those  working  in  Town  commuted  from  outlying 
parts  of  the  County.   The  following  table  summarizes  the  employment  in  various  sectors  by 
employees'  place  of  residence. 


_1/   The  index  of  diversification  for  Roxboro,  using  the  Rogers  technique,  is  685.   The 
highest  observed  value  (meaning  least  diversification)  is  just  over  940;  the  lowest 
(highly  diverse)  is  just  under  40.   Probably  only  about  one-third  of  American 
communities  have  economies  less  diverse  and  sensitive  than  Roxboro's. 
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PERSON  COUNTY 

ROXBORO  TOWNSHIP 

SPATIAL    DISTRIBUTION 

OF 

MANUFACTURING 

EMPLOYMENT 

1962 


NUMBER  OF     EMPLOYEES 

KEY 

I   —MOO  9  —  24 

2—450  10—18 

5  —600  12  —  100 

6  —  220  13  —  32 
7—130  16  —  23 
8—140  17  —  20 

20-15 


ORANGE  COUNTY 


DURHAM  COUNTY 


PLACE  OF  RESIDENCE  OF  EMPLOYEES 


Activity) 

Agriculture,  Forestry,  Etc. 
Cons  true  t  ion 
Manufacturing-Durables 
Manufacturlng-Nondurab les 
Transportation,  Communications 

and  Utilities 
Wholesale  Trade 
Retail  Trade 
Bus.  &  Repair  Services 
Personal  Services 
Professional  &  Related 
Public  Administration 
Other  (Includes  Finance) 
TOTAL  NONAGRICULTURAL 
TOTAL  (INCL.  AGRICULTURE) 


(City)   ("Fringe") 


66 
98 

118 
585 

83 

61 
413 

20 
228 
286 

89 

101 

2,082 

2,  148 


352 
134 

146 
1,C35 

49 

65 
358 

67 
124 
136 

19 

116 

2,264 

2,616 


Roxbor 0 

Surrounding 

( Township ) 

(T 

ownsh  ips ) 

( County ) 

418 

2 

,374 

2,792 

232 

185 

417 

264 

177 

441 

1,635 

793 

2,428 

132 

47 

179 

126 

44 

170 

771 

286 

1,057 

87 

48 

135 

352 

253 

605 

422 

211 

633 

108 

60 

168 

217 

92 

309 

4,346 

2 

,196 

6,542 

4,764 

4 

,570 

9,334 

According  to  the  1958  Census  of  Business,  less  than  11  percent  of  jobs  in  retail  trade 

were  outside  the  City.   Yet  the  above  data  indicate  that  more  than  27  percent  of  the 

holders  of  these  jobs  reside  in  the  surrounding  townships,  while  another  34  percent 

live  outside  the  City  limits  in  the  "fringe'."   If  90  percent  of  the  retail  jobs  today 

are  in  the  City,  less  than  44  percent  of  the  holders  of  these  jobs  live  in  the  same 
ar ea  . 
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(DANVILLE  ,  VA.) 


ROXBORO      POTENTIAL 


LABOR      MARKET 


(BURLINGTON) 


(DURHAM) 


DIAGRAM      OF      TOTAL 
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LABOR      DISTRIBUTION    BY 

DISTANCE      FROM     CENTER 

AND     BY     SECTOR 


DISTANCE     SCALE    ■■         8   MILES  =  l" 


N  =  6022 


surrounding  townships,  but  more  than  47  percent  of  the  unemployed  make  their  homes  there. 

Another  source  of  information  on  the  spatial  distribution  of  the  labor  force  comes  from  a 
survey  conducted  by  the  N.  C.  Commission  of  Employment  Security  and  the  Bureau  of  Research 
and  Statistics  in  1961.   (This  is  presented  in  the  Appendix  Table  VIII).   A  questionnaire 
was  distributed  to  be  returned  by  persons  interested  in  taking  a  job  "in  Roxbor o .  "   Only 
19  percent  of  those  responding  lived  in  the  town  itself,  while  50  percent  lived  in  a  ring 
less  than  ten  miles  away  from  the  City.   (This  would  be  very  roughly  coincident  with  the 
Person  County  boundaries,  except  that  corners  would  not  be  included).   Some  16  percent,  or 
nearly  as  many  as  in  Roxboro  itself,  lived  between  10  and  15  miles  away.   Moreover,  nine 
percent  lived  15  to  25  miles  away  and  some  seven  percent  were  more  than  25  miles  from 
Roxboro.   The  area  to  the  East  of  Roxboro  contains  more  than  twice  the  potential  labor 
force  as  does  that  to  the  West,  and  there  are  slightly  more  Roxboro  workers  to  the  South- 
east than  to  the  Northeast.   For  the  area  in  and  around  Roxboro,  however,  there  are  slightly 
more  potential  workers  living  in  the  Northwest  than  in  the  Northeast. 

Since  the  area  within  ten  miles  of  Roxboro  makes  up  nearly  70  percent  of  the  potential 
work  force,  it  bears  looking  at  more  closely.   First,  it  is  largely  a  white  labor  force, 
almost  equally  divided  between  men  and  women.   The  white  workers  are  especially  concen- 
trated to  the  Northeast,  five  to  ten  miles  from  the  City.   The  smaller  numbers  of  Negro 
workers  are  distributed  more  to  the  Southeast  along  with  sizable  numbers  of  white  workers, 
but  in  this  inlying  area  there  are  more  potential  workers  to  the  Northeast  than  to  the 
Southeast.   (The  influence  of  the  unemployment  situation  in  Durham  makes  itself  felt 
farther  out.) 


C .   The  Economic  Base 

The  location  of  jobs  in  manufacturing  and  several  other  categories  is  probably  even  more 
spatially  centralized  than  is  retail  trade  within  the  Roxboro  Area.   Thus,  it  seems  advis- 
able to  concentrate  on  County  data  in  order  to  get  an  accurate  profile  of  the  Roxboro 
economy.   Since  agriculture  would  be  a  distorting  factor,  we  shall  concentrate  on  non- 
agriculture  employment  in  the  County. 

A  local  economy,  it  has  been  said,  cannot  exist  by  taking  in  its  own  washing  alone. 
Accordingly,  it  becomes  important  to  know  just  how  much  of  which  economic  activities 
are  geared  to  "exports"  from  the  community.   One  way  of  estimating  this  is  by  comparing 
the  proportions  of  the  community  labor  force  employed  in  s'everal  activities  to  the 
approximate  "minimum"  requirements  for  local  needs.   Fortunately,  studies  of  a  large 
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number  of  communities  have  provided  some  such  standards,  based  on  the  minimum  proportions 
for  various  activities  in  different  sizes  of  communities.  1/   The  following  table  presents 
the  results  of  such  an  analysis  of  the  employment  (non-agricultural)  structures  of  the 
Person  County  economyo 


PERSON  COUNTY  NON-AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMIC  BASE 


(Acti  vity) 

Non-durable  Manufacturing 
Durable  Manufacturing 
Personal  Service 
Professional  Service 
Retail  Trade 
Cons  true  t  ion 

Business,  Repair  Service 
Wholesale  Trade 
Public  Administration 
Transportation,  Com.- 

munications,  Utilities 


( Percent 

Non- 

(P 

ercent 

Agr icu  1  tura  1 

(  "Minimum 

of 

Emp loyment 

Requir emen  t " ) 

(  "Excess" ) 

"E 

xcess " ) 

3  7  .0% 

2.67o 

3  4.4% 

5  5,57, 

6.8 

1.6 

5.7 

9.2 

9.2 

3  .  1 

6.1 

9.8 

9.7 

4.9 

4.8 

7  .8 

16.1 

12.0 

4.1 

6.6 

6.4 

3  .2 

3.2 

5.2 

3.7 

1.4 

2.3 

3  .7 

2.6 

1.2 

1.4 

2.3 

2.6 

2.0 

.6 

1.0 

2.7 


3.3 


Note:  Durable  Manufacturing  is  listed  before  personal  services  because  it  is  felt  that 
the  latter  may  really  be  a  mask  for  under-emp  1  oymen t  ,  particularly  of  women  part- 
time  in  household  work. 


_1_/   Edward  Ullman  and  Michael  Dacey,  "The  Minimum  Requirements  Approach  to  the  Urban 

Economic  Base,"  in  PAPERS  &  PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  REGIONAL  SCIENCE  ASSOCIATION,  Vol.  6 
(1960),  pp.  175-194.   The  proportions  we  use  are  the  average  between  a  small  city 
and  a  small  metropolitan  area,  taken  from  their  Table  1,  since  the  County  as  an 
economy  exhibits  some  attributes  of  each. 
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Evidently  more  than  half  of  the  "exporting"  economic  activity  of  Roxboro  is  in  the  manu- 
facture of  non-durables.   The  inclusion  of  durables  shows  that  fully  two-thirds  of  the 
outside-oriented  economy  is  made  up  of  manufacturing.   Another  sixth  of  this  activity  is 
made  up  of  personal  and  professional  services.   Of  successively  lesser  importance  are 
retail  trade,  construction,  business  and  repair  services,  wholesale  trade,  and  public 
administration.   We  know  from  the  breakdown  above  that  non-durable  manufacturing  is 
heavily  weighted  in  textiles  and  textile  products,  with  much  lesser  amounts  for  food 
products  and  other  categories.   Durables  include  wood  products   and  metal  fabrication 
with  lesser  amounts  for  other  rr.etal  and  r.achinery  products. 

Given  these  particular  specialties  in  the  outside  oriented  economy  of  the  Roxboro  area. 
It  is  im.  port  ant  to  know  how  dynamic  each  of  the  sectors  is.   For  this  information  we 
will  consider  how  the  sector  is  doing  in  the  national  economy. 

Employment  is  an  econoiv.iC  relationship  in  which  members  of  households  provide  labor 
services  to  firms  and  industries  in  exchange  for  money  income.   Thus,  an  important  attribute 
of  any  local  economy  is  the  structure  of  households  or  family  income.  In  the  final  analysis, 
the  income  a  family  can  obtain  in  a  community  is  often  a  critical  iractor  in  decisions 
to  stay  or  move  away,  whether  to  move  there  or  not.   The  following  table  presents,  in 
rounded  percentages,  a  comparison  of  the  income  structure  of  the  Roxboro  area  with  the 
State  and  the  nation. 


DISTRIBUTION  OF  INCOME  BY  FAMILIES  i:i  1959 


E  ar nings 


(PERCENT  OF  ALL  FAMILIES  IN  ROXBORO  AREA) 


Nation 


State 


City 


'Fringe' 


T  o  wnsh i  p 


Less  than  $3000 
$3000  to  $7999 
$8000  and  Over 


217. 

52 

27 


3  7% 
49 

14 


33% 

53 

15 


41% 

51 

8 


3  7% 

51 

12 


Source:   U.  S.  Census  data,  including  unpublished  runs 


It  is  clear  that  Roxboro  Township  is  no. better  off  than  the  State  in  its  high  proportion 
of  low  per-famlly  incomes.   The  area  does  have  a  slight  edge  in  the  m.iddle  income  areas, 
but  is  weak  on  the  percentage  of  upper  level  incomes.   There  is  a  marked  difference  in 
income  structures  between  the  City  and  the  "fringe."   The  City  presently  holds  the  edge 
on  prestige  as  a  residential  area,  and  has  a  considerably  lower  percentage  of  less 
advantaged  families. 
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D  .   Trends  in  the  Economy 

The  economy  of  the  Roxboro  area  has  had  both  gains  and  losses  in  recent  years.   First  of 
all,  the  agricultural  base  of  the  economy  has  declined  sharply  as  a  source  of  livelihood. 
Nearly  a  third  of  those  employed  in  agriculture  in  Person  County  in  1950  had  turned  to 
other  jobs  by  19&0o   More  women  had  entered  farming  as  an  occupation,  but  the  loss  in 
total  agricultural  employment  was  still  more  than  one-fourth  of  the  1950  figure.   Another 
sharp  decline  was  in  the  lumber  and  wood  products  industries,  where  nearly  thirty  percent 
of  the  total  number  of  1950  jobs  were  gone  by  1960. 

For  non-agricultural  employment,  however,  there  were  significant  gains.   Nearly  2,300  new 
jobs  were  created  in  the  decade  for  an  increase  of  more  than  50  percent  over  the  1950 
situation.   Only  slightly  more  than  half  of  these  jobs  were  for  men,  and  the  1,125  new 
jobs  for  women  constituted  nearly  an  80  percent  increase  in  female  employment.   Forty- 
three  percent  of  the  job  gains  were  in  manufacturing,  particularly  in  textile  product 
fabrication  (for  women)  and  textile  mill  products  (for  men).   Gains  in  metal  and  machinery 
industries  as  other  durables  manufacturing  were  only  a  fraction  of  those  in  non-durables, 
and  the  decline  of  the  wood  products  industries  reduced  their  impact  further.   In  all  there 
was  an  increase  of  more  than  sixty-five  percent  in  the  substantial  1950  base  of  non-durable 
manufacturing,  while  there  was  an  increase  of  less  than  forty  percent  over  the  relatively 
s  IT.  all  durables  base. 

There  was  an  increase  of  more  than  50  percent  in  retail  trade  employment.   A  significant 
£;ain  of  80  percent  in  personal  services  bears  careful  examination.   Almost  all  of  this 
is  to  be  accounted  for  in  an  increase  of  more  than  two  hundred  women  working  in  private 
households,  perhaps  on  an  occasional  basis.   A  job  gain  of  some  significance  was  the 
nearly  50  percent  increase  in  educational  services,  mainly  women  teachers.   Gains  of 
sim.ilar  magnitude  were  registered  by  other  professional  services,  in  wholesaling,  and 
some  other  activities. 

As  sharp  as  these  changes  were  against  their  1950  base,  they  tell  us  nothing  definite 
about  changes  in  the  structure  of  the  local  economy.   This  is  ascertained  by  using  a 
simple  set  of  industrial  categories  and  by  comparing  the  percent  of  total  non-agricultural 
employment  in  each  category  in  1950  and  1960.   This  is  done  in  the  Appendix  Table  IX.   A 
relative  shift  in  the  structure  of  the  Roxboro  economy  equal  to  not  quite  five  percent 
is  shown.   The  largest  relative  gain  by  far  was  in  non-durable  manu  fac-turing  ,,  fo  1  lowed 
by  personal  services,  professional  services,  wholesale  trade,  and  retail  trade.   Two 
activities,  financial-real  estate-insurance  and  public  administration,  showed  no  relative 
change  and  thus  kept  perfect  pace  with  the  growth  of  the  labor  force.   Construction  and 
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bus iness -and-repa ir  services  are  declining  relatively  sharply.   There  was  a  less  sharp 
but  highly  significant  relative  loss  in  durables-  manufacturing,  mostly  accountable  to 
the  decline  of  wood  products  industries.   Slight  relative  losses  were  observed  In 
transportation-communications-utilities  and  in  the  unclassified  category.   Thus,  the 
structure  of  the  present  economy  discussed  above  was  arrived  at  by  increasing  commit- 
ments to  non-durable  nanuf ac t ur ing ,  to  services  (except  business  and  repair),  and  to 
wholesale  and  retail  trade.   At  the  same  time,  the  pattern  resulted  from  job  losses, 
relative  to  total  employment,  in  wood  products  manufacturing,  repair  services,  trans- 
portation-communications-utilities activities,  and  other  industries. 
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tern  of  employment  change,  the  Roxboro  economy  shows  signs 
such  non-durables  as  textiles  and  fabrication- of  textile 
g  nationally.   (Of  course,  the  national  figures  are  for  all 
d  there  is  some  reason  to  believe  that  most  of  the  products 
safer"  kinds  of  products.   For  example,  the  local  firm 
err  safety  equipment  probably  has  a  more  promising  future 
pparel  and  other  fabricated  textile  products"  with  which  its 
e  rugs  and  upholstery  textiles  milled  in  Roxboro  are  more 
loth  milling).   However,  the  new  plants  in  metals,  and 
t  to  partake  of  increases  in  these  national  growth  in- 
ood  products,  and  chemicals  also  show  signs  of  moving  in 
e  growth  of  professional  services,  especially  educational, 
nal  growth  pattern. 
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n  the  employment  structure  of  the  economy  are  often  reflected  in  the  opening, 
ecline,  and  closing  of  firms.   For  manufacturing  activities,  the  following 
Is  just  such  a  story.   The  first  three  dates  are  taken  from  the  U.  S.  Census 
cturers  and  should  be  quite  comparable.   The  1962  data  are  from  a  local  sur- 

groupings  of  activities  done  for  the  present  report.   If  the  1962  data  are 
a  trend  toward  greater  numbers  of  small  plants  in  several  sectors  was 
after  1958.   A  loss  of  thirty  such  plants  is  indicated,  only  one  of  which 
have  grown  into  a  larger  employment  size.   Since  23  of  the  plants  were  in  the 
ucts  area  and  since  there  was  sharp  decline  in  this  sector  between  1950  and 
s  figure  is  not  incredible.   What  is  implied  here  is  a  recent  abrupt  shift 
Itipliclty  of  small  plants  to  a  greater  concentration  of  medium  and  large 
Apart  from  this,  the  change  by  sectors  generally  fits  the  employment  data 
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CHANGE  IN  STRUCTURE  OF  THE  R0X30R0  ECOHOIIY 

PERSOn  COUNTY 
PROPORTIOII  OF  MOIJ-AGRICULTURAL  EMPLOYMENT  BY  INDUSTRY  CLASS  1950, 

1960,  AND  CHANGE 


ACTIVITY 

Cons  true  t  ion 

Durable  Manufacturing 

Non-Durable  Manufacturing 

Transport-Utilities -Commun  ications 

Wholesale  Trade 

retail  Trade 

Finance,  Real  Estate,  Insurance 

Business  and  Repair  Service 

Personal  Service 

Professional  and  Related  Service 

Public  Administration 

Other 


PERCENT 

OF 

TOTAL 

1950 


8. 
7  . 

34. 
3  , 
2, 

15, 
1, 
3  , 
7  , 
9, 
2. 
3  , 


PERCENT 
OF 
TOTAL 
CHANGE 


6, 
6, 

37  , 
2. 
2. 

16, 
1, 
2, 
9, 


4% 


2.7 

2.9 


PERCENT 

OF 

TOTAL 

CHANGE 

-2.2% 

-  .7 
+  2.4 

-  .4 
+  .5 
+  .2 

-1.0 
+  1.3 
+  .6 

-  .5 


Trends  in  retail  distribution  activity,  in  Appendix  Table  XI,  also  sho\j  the  relation  of 
eir.ployment  to  other  indicators  of  econoraic  change.  The  number  of  retail  outlets  varies 
cons  id  er  ab  ly  .  f  r  oir.  the  pattern  of  change  in  emp  loyrr.en  t  ,  payroll,  and  sales.  Clearly  the 
more  urban  stores  have  a  greater  impact  on  the  economy  as  a  i.-hole,  since  they  emiploy 
m.ore  workers  per  establishment,  pay  higher  vjages  per  em.ployee,  and  have  more  sales  per 
store.  It  is  clear  also  that  retailing  activity  has  recently  doubled  outside  the  City, 
and  much  of  this  is  probably  located  in  the  Roxboro  "fringe." 

Two  other  economic  trends  of  special  importance  should  be  m. entioned.   First,  in  the  area 
of  increasing  solidness  of  the  manufacturing  base,  a  ^.8  percent  jump  in  value  added  by 
manufacture  took  place  between  1954  and  1958.   This  was  accomplished  by  a  rise  of  more 
than  4C  percent  in  new  capital  expenditures  for  plants  and  facilities.   These  dramatic 
trends,  taken  vjith  changes  in  manufacturing;  employment,  show  the  significance  of  recent 
economic  developments. 

The  second  kind  of  trend  is  in  income.   Probably  ,:he  single  m;ost  important  indicator  of 
economic  growth  is  that  of  change  in  incom.  e  per  con  surer  unit.   For,  if  growth  in  er.ploy- 
m.ent  and  other  economic  indicators  is  not  matched  by  a  related  increase  in  the  income  at 
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the  disposal  of  households,  the  economy  as  a  whole  cannot  thrive.   The  following  table 
shows  the  changes  in  median  incomes  (that  is,  the  point  at  which  exactly  half  of  the 
income  fall)  for  Person  County  as  related  to  the  State,   Though  there  has  been  an  increase 
in  average  income,  the  local  area  has  failed  to  match  the  pace  of  North  Carolinao   Given 
the  general  growth  observed,  it  would  seem  that  new  industries  locally  are  relatively 
low-paying  ones. 


CHANGE  IN  MEDIAN  CONSUMER  UNIT  INCOME,  1950-60,  FOR  PERSON  COUNTY  AND 
THE  STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 


(Category) 


( 1950) 


(  1960) 


Actual 
( Change  ) 


( %  Change) 


Fami lies 
County 
State 


1  ,845 
2,121 


3,231 
3  ,956 


1,376 
1,835 


7  4.6% 
86.5 


Fam.  &  Unrelated 
Indi vidua  Is 

County 

State 


1,710 
1,864 


2,930 
3  ,334 


1,220 
1,470 


7  1.3% 
78.9 


E .   Projection  of  the  Roxboro  Economy 

Given  the  structure  of  the  present  economy  and  recent  trends,  it  is  possible  to  extend 
these  pictures  in  time  for  a  sketch  of  the  area's  probable  future  economy.   The  pro- 
jection should  not  be  regarded  as  a  prophecy,  but  rather  as  a  limited  prediction  of  what 
could  happen  if  certain  specified  assumptions  are  met. 

It  was  noted  above  that  many  Roxboro  and  Person  County  economic  activities  have  grown 
rather  rapidly  during  the  past  decade.   Actually,  almost  all  activities  are  growing 
locally  at  a  more  rapidly  rate  than  the  national  average  for  these  industries.  Agricultural 
employment  is  declining  at  a  slower  pace  than  is  the  U.  S.  pattern.   All  manufacturing 
activities,  except  lumber  and  wood  products,  printing,  etc.,  are  growing  more  rapidly 
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than  the  national  pace.   And  all  other  activities  except  rail  and  true'..'  transport,  business 
and  repair  services,  education,  and  miscellaneous  industries  show  faster  growth  in  jobs 
than  is  typical. 


It  can  be  argued  that  these  advantages  over  national  rates  are  temporary,  and  that 
industrial  growth  rates  will  ever  tiii^e  tend  to  fall  in  line  with  the  national  patt 
If  this  reasoning  were  accepted,  projections  should  use  national  change  rates  for 
industrial  groupings.   Yet  it  could  be  equally  upheld  that  differences  from  the  na 
growth  rates  in  the  locality  reflect  special  advantages  the  Roxboro  area  has  over 
areas  and  that  national  aggregate  rates  do  not  adequately  reflect  the  local  specia 
Thus,  local  change  rates,  rather  than  national  ones,  should  be  used  in  projections 
Since  there  is  much  to  be  said  for  each  approach,  the  method  of  projectionused  he 
averages  the  results  of  two  bases  for  projection:  national  and  local  industry-spec 
growth  rates.   This  method  of  projection  is  least  likely  to  mal'. e  errors  in  either 
optimism  or  extreme  pessimism. 
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For  most  industrial  categories  the  average  of  national  and  local  change  trends  is  easily 
computed.   But  there  are  eight  specific  lines  of  activity  where  the  local  growth  rate  is 
more  than  double  the  national  figure.   These  are  industries  which  had  very  few  employees 
in  195C  but  substantial  numbers  in  1960,   The  only  reasonable  interpretation  of  such 
extraordinary  growth  in  jobs  in  the  location  of  new  firms  in  the  Roxboro  area.   Between 
1950  and  1960  an  increase  of  more  than  eight  hundred  Person  County  jobs  can  be  accounted 
for  in  the  following  industrial  categories:  textile  products  fabrication  (500),  food 
processing  (87),  miscellaneous  non-durable  manufacturing  (55),  machinery  (4'^;),  metals 
{i,2)  ,     chemicals  (29),  miscellaneous  durables  (2'),  and  c  omnu  n  ications  (23). 
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ese  sectors,  a  simple  averaging  with  national 
C  employment  in  these  activities,  two  alter- 
t  'differences  between  them  are  possible.  The 
lation  in  these  industries  sinply  on  the  basis 
at  no  neiv  firm,  s  or  plants  will  be  attracted  to 
tional  races.   The  second  set  of  assumptions 
jecting  the  1960  employment  figures  in  these 
but  also  adds  to  the  result  each  decade 
to  the  amount  of  abrupt  growth  in  the  1950-60 
f  assumptions  should  be  clear;  its  basis  is 
acting  industries  of  the  same  types  and  sizes 
et  of  as  sjmip  t  i  ons  is  a  'natural  forces"  sort 
tinuing  'planned  action''. 


During  the  period  from  1970  to  1980  approximately  5,000  additional  people  will  be  employed 
in  nonfarm  activities.   Durable  goods  manufacturers  will  increase  by  about  700  jobs,  or 
about  25  percent  over  the  1970  figure.   The  nondurable  producers  will  show  another  decrease 
in  textile  milling,  with  small  increases  in  the  related  activities.   There  again  will  be 
substantial  gains  in  the  non-manufacturing  activities  with  the  largest  gains  coming  in 
household  services  (2,000  people),  professional  services  (500),  retail  trade  (350)  and 
educational  services  (300).   There  will  be  approximately  6,000  non -manufacturing  jobs 
added  during  the  twenty  year  period.   Farming  will  continue  to  decline  and  by  1980  there 
will  only  be  1,200  people  persuing  this  activity.   This  is  a  loss  of  almost  600  farm 
employees  for  the  decade. 

The  differences  between  the  two  models  for  projection  lead  to  importantly  different  re- 
sults by  1980,  as  can  be  seen  in  Appendix  Table  XII.   They  show  an  over.-all  difference 
of  1,731  jobs,  but  more  significantly,  they  are  jobs  that  would  generally  pay  higher  wages 
and  would  be  located  in  plants  which  would  do  much  to  aid  the  local  tax  base.   In  fact, 
though  projections  cannot  show  it,  these  additional  jobs  in  l;ey  manufacturing  activities 
would  probably  Imply  increased  employment  in  trade  and  service  activities;  and  in  any 
case  they  would  make  the  growing  numbers  of  jobs  in  these  sectors  better  paying.   In  short, 
the  planned  activity  assumptions  would  very  likely  result  in  a  much  more  preferable  future 
structure  for  the  Roxboro  economy. 
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m.  CONCLUSIONS 

Roxboro,  as  the  center  of  an  agricultural  County,  faces  the  problein  of  continuing  out- 
migration  of  the  population  it  has  traditionally  served.   Even  the  City  of  Roxboro  has 
lost  and  probably  will  continue  to  lose  larre  nunbers  of  its  young  population.  The  proj- 
ected population  structure  shov;s  a  continued  loss  of  adults  in  the  prime  of  life  and  a 
concurrent  increase  in  the  older  population. 

Such  trends  need  not  inevitably  be  fulfilled.   The  local  economy  shows  clear  signs  of 
vitality,  and  much  of  this  is  attributable  to  the  efforts  of  local  individuals  to  attract 
new  industry  to  the  area.   Only  a  fraction  of  the  employment  increase  which  could  be 
accomplished  by  local  efforts  has  been  suggested  above  in  the  "planned  action"  model  of 
pro  j  ec  t  i  on . 

Thought  has  been  given  by  some  local  interests  as  to  ways  to  stabilize  agricultural 
activity  in  the  County,  and  it  may  be  hoped  that  developments  will  be  undertaken  to  stem 
the  egress  from  farming  areas.   Yet  nothing  in  sight  promises  to  accomplish  an  alteration 
of  trends  in  this  area.   It  would  seem,  then  that  non-agricultural  employment  will  in- 
creasingly be  the  basis  for  livelihood  in  and  around  Roxboro. 

The  decline  of  lumbering  and  wood  products  industries  as  sources  of  employment  is  probably 
subject  to  alteration  by  local  activity.   Though  efforts  to  attract  a  furniture  producer 
have  so  far  failed  to  bear  fruit,  it  seems  probable  that  an  activity  of  this  kind  can  be 
located  in  the  area.   Those  responsible  for  seeking  such  an  industry  should  be  carefully 
selective. 

Special  efforts  should  be  made  in  attracting:  plants  in  metals  and  machinery  manufacturing. 
Roxboro  already  has  two  plants  using  alum,  in urn. ,  and  there  are  strong  possibilities  for  pro- 
ducing aluminum  in  iiorth  Carolina  if  adequate  electrical  energy  becomes  available  and  cer- 
tain technical  production  problems  can  be  solved.   Though  this  development  may  be  some  tim.e 
away,  it  would  work  to  the  decided  advantage  of  manufacturers  using  this  metal. 

Food  processing  industries  could  become  even  more  significant  than  the  most  optimistic 
pro-'ection  if  local  agriculture  should  take  the  appropriate  shift.   /.nd  perhaps  the  loca- 
tion of  such  industries  may  be  the  necessary  trigger  for  changes  in  agricultural  emphasis. 
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The  printing  and  publishing  industry  locally  shows  signs  of  decline  as  a  source  of  jobs, 
contrary  to  the  national  pattern.   Efforts  to  change  this  tendency  might  have  a  highly 
desired  pay-off.   Truck  transportation  is  an  activity  with  a  similar  situation. 

The  very  rapid  growth  of  personal  services,  particularly  household  service  is  a  trend 
that  needs  watching.   If  this  is  low-income,  part-time  employment  for  disadvantaged  women, 
it  may  have  little  positive  impact  on  the  local  economic  situation.   It  may  in  fact  mask 
increasing  underemployment  of  potentially  productive  labor. 

Educational  services  have  shown  good  growth,  though  not  as  fast  as  the  national  pattern. 
There  is  much  to  be  said  for  encouraging  a  more  rapid  growth  of  education,  along  with 
improving  the  quality  and  focus  of  training  on  jobs  that  will  be  available  to  young  work- 
ers.  Clearly,  the  most  desirable  industries  are  much  concerned  with  the  quality  of  local 
education  as  well  as  ether  services  and  facilities  in  choosing  a  new  location. 

Finally,  to  attract  new  economic  activities  of  the  sort  wanted,  there  is  a  good  case  for 
the  efficient  organization  of  the  urban  environment.   More  and  more  the  final  choices  of 
industries  are  made  on  this  basis  of  pleasant  and  spatially  efficient  communities  in  which 
to  live. 
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TABLE  1 


ROXBORO,  H.  C.  (MUNICIPALITY)  AGE,  SEX  AND  RACE  COMPOHEMTS  OF  POPULATION  CHANGE 

1950-60 


1950 


AGE 

WHITE 

NONWHITE 

TOTAL 

1950     1960 

M 

F 

Tot. 

M 

F 

Tot  . 

M 

F 

Tot  . 

-5 

-5 

5-9 

10-14 

157 

157 

3  14 

66 

47 

113 

223 

2  04 

4  27 

5-9 

15-19 

152 

135 

287 

59 

53 

112 

211 

188 

399 

10-14 

20-24 

123 

104 

227 

53 

60 

113 

176 

164 

340 

15-19 

25-29 

110 

108 

218 

52 

50 

102 

162 

158 

320 

20-24 

30-34 

120 

159 

279 

3  1 

46 

77 

151 

205 

356 

25-34 

35-44 

265 

505 

570 

101 

121 

222 

366 

426 

792 

35-44 

45-54 

231 

24  0 

471 

73 

92 

165 

304 

332 

63  6 

45-54 

55-64 

183 

208 

391 

47 

62 

100 

230 

270 

500 

55  + 

65  + 

161 

226 

387 

79 

85 

164 

240 

311 

551 

1960 


AGE 

WHITE 

NONWHITE 

TOTAL 

1950     I960 

M 

F 

Tot. 

M 

F 

Tot  . 

M 

F 

Tot  . 

-5 

186 

154 

340 

82 

93 

175 

268 

247 

515 

5-9 

160 

163 

323 

64 

78 

142 

224 

241 

465 

-5 

10-14 

161 

163 

3  24 

63 

59 

122 

224 

222 

4  46 

5-9 

15-19 

il30 

163 

293 

64 

62 

126 

194 

225 

419 

10-14 

20-24 

'101 

107 

208 

4  0 

4  0 

80 

141 

147 

238 

15-19 

25-29 

'l21 

9  4 

215 

51 

4  1 

92 

172 

135 

307 

20-24 

30-34 

106 

130 

236 

67 

38 

105 

173 

168 

3  41 

25-34 

35-44 

268 

301 

569 

115 

102 

217 

383 

403 

786 

35  -44 

45-54 

^238 

270 

508 

58 

99 

157 

296 

369 

6i5 

45-54 

55-64 

!187 

216 

403 

46 

62 

108 

233 

278 

511 

5  5-; 

65  + 

^21 

181 

302 

35 

67 

102 

156 

248 

4  C  4 
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TABLE  1  --  (Continued) 


AGE 

WHITE 

NOMWHITE 

1 

TOTAL 

1950     1960 

M 

F 

Tot  , 

M 

F 

Tot  . 

M 
+  268 

F 
+  247   1 

Tot  . 

-5 

186 

154 

340 

+  82 

+  93 

175 

515 

5-9 

160 

163 

323 

+  64 

+  78 

142 

+  224 

+  241 

465 

-5     10-14 

+  4 

-'  6 

■  10 

-3 

H-12 

+  9 

+  1 

+18   ; 

+  19 

5-9      15-19 

-22 

+28 

+  6 

+  5 

+  9 

+  14 

-17 

+  37   ' 

+  2  0 

10-14    20-24 

-22 

+3 

-19 

-13 

-20 

-33 

-35 

-17   ! 

-52 

15-19    25-29 

+  11 

-14 

-3 

-1 

-9 

-10 

+  10 

-24   ' 

-13 

20-24    30-34 

-14 

-29 

-43 

+  36 

-8 

+  28 

+  22 

-37 

-15 

25-34    35-44 

+3 

-4 

-1 

+  14 

-19 

-5 

+  17 

-23   ! 

-6 

35-44    45-54 

+  7 

+3  0 

+3  7 

-15 

+  7 

-8 

-8 

+  3  7 

-;-2  9 

45-54    55-64 

+  4 

+  8 

+  12 

-1 

0 

-1 

+  3 

+  8 

+  11 

55+      65+ 

-40 

-45 

-85 

-44 

-18 

-62 

-88 

-63 

-147 

TOTAL  CHANGE 


M 

WHITE 
F 

Tot  . 

M 
201 

NONWHITE 
F 

j 
199 

Tot  . 
400 

M 

TOTAL 
F 

Tot  . 

+  Positive 

375 

392 

767 

576 

5,1 

1,167 

-  Negative 

58 

92 

190 

77 

74 

151    1 

175 

166 

341 

Net  Change 

+  277 

+3  0  0 

+  577 

-i- 1 2  4 

+  12  5 

+  249    1 

f401 

+  425 

826 

1 

29 

75  i 

104 

CHANGE- 

-AGES  10- 

64 

1960 

i 

103 

+  Pos  i  t ive 

55 

28 

83 

84 

187 

-  Negative 

58 

47 

105 

33 

56 

89 

91 

103 

194 

Net  Change 

-29 

+  28 

-1 

+  22 

i   -28   1 

-6 

-7 

0 

-7 
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TAI'LE  II POPULATION  TRENDS  AND  PROJECTIONS,  1910  -  198C  PERSON  COUNTY,  ROXBORO  AREA  AND 

COMPONENT  AREAS 


19IC 


192C 


1930      19A0 


19  5  0 


1960 


1970      1980 


Person  County  17,356    18,973    22,039    25,029    24,361    26,394    27,569    28,503 

Percent  of  County    100. 07„    100. 07„    100. 07„    100.07,    100.0%    100.07,,    100. 07o    100.07. 


Surrounding  Townships  12,650  13,556  13,893  14,700  14,231  13,947  13,013  11,857 

Percent  of  County  72.97,,  7  1  .  47„  63.0%  58.7%  58.4%  52.8%  47.2%  4  1.6% 

Roxboro  Township  4,706  5,417  8,146  10,329  10,130  12,447  14,558  16,646 

Percent  of  County  27.1%  28.6%  3  7.0%  41.3%  41,6%  47.2%  52.8%  58.4% 

Peripheral  Area  3,281  3,766  4,489  5,730  5,809  7,300  8,160  9,264 

Percent  of  County  18.9%  19.8%  20.4%  22.9%  23.8%  26.7%  29.6%  3  2.5% 


Longhurst  (NA)       (NA)       (NA) 

Percent  of  County      (NA)       (NA)       (NA) 


(NA)     (1,539)   (1,546)   (1,489)   (1,425) 
(NA)      (6.3%)    (5.9%)    (5.4%)    (5.0%) 


City  of  Roxboro  1,425     1,651     3,657 

Percent  of  County      8.2%      8.8%     16.6% 


4,599  4,321  5,147  6,396  7,382 

18.4%  17.8%  20.5%  23.2%  2  5.9% 
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TABLE  III--POPULATION  CHANGES  BY  ESTIMATED  NATURAL  INCREASE  AND  NET  MIGRATION, 
1940-1980  PERSON  COUNTY,  ROXBORO  TOWNSHIP  AND  COMPONENTS 


1940-50 


1950-60 


1960-70 


1970-80 


1940-60 


1960-80 


Person  County 

Population  Change 

-686 

+  2033 

+  1175 

+  943 

+  1347 

+  2118 

Estimated  Natural 

Increase 

+  4505 

+  4385 

+  4751 

-r4962 

+  8890 

+  9713 

Estimated  Net 

Migration 

-5191 

-2352 

-3576 

-4019 

-7543 

-7595 

Surrounding  Townships 

Population  Change 

-469 

-284 

-934 

-1156 

-753 

-2090 

Estimated  Natural 

Incr ea  s  e 

+2646 

+2562 

+2  510 

+  2342 

+  5208 

+  7550 

Estimated  Net 

Migration 

-3115 

-2846 

-3444 

-3498 

-5961 

-6942 

Roxboro  Township 

Population  Change 

-199 

+  2317 

+  2109 

+  2090 

^2118 

+  4199 

Estimated  Natural 

Increase 

+  1859 

+  1823 

+  2240 

+  2620 

+3682 

+  4860 

Estimated  Net 

Migration 

-2058 

+  494 

-131 

-530 

-1564 

-661 

Roxboro  "Fringe" 

Population  Change 

+  79 

+  1491 

+860 

+  1104 

+  1570 

+  1964 

Estimated  Natural 

Increa  s  e 

+  1031 

+  1046 

+  1314 

+  1469 

+  2077 

+  2783 

Estimated  Net 

Migration 

-952 

+  445 

-454 

-365 

-507 

-819 

City  of  Roxboro 

Population  Change 
Estimated  Natural 

Increa  se 

Estimated  Net 

Migration 


-278      +826 

+828      +778 

-1106       +48 


+  1249 
+  926 
+323 


+  986 

+  1151 

-165 


+  548 
+  1606 
-1058 


+2235 

+  3986 

+  158 
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Table  IV 


ROXBORO,  N.C.  -  STRUCTURE  OF  POPULATION  CHARACTERISTICS  BY  AGE,  SEX 
AND  RACE,  1960  and  1980  FORECAST  (PERCENTAGES  OF  TOTAL  POPULATION) 


AGE 

0-4 
5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
20-24 
25-34 
35-44 
45-54 
55-64 
65+ 


Ma  le 
1960   1980 


67o 

1 

1 

5 
,0 
.4 
,2 
.6 
.6 
,4 


.  5% 

,2 

.2 

,6 

,9 

.  5 

.  5 

.  4 

.6 

,0 


F  ema  1  e 
1960   1980 


Total    j      Male 
1960 1980  ]   1960   1980 


TOTALS   3  4.5%  3  2.4%   38.5%  37.1% 


6 

6% 

6 

9% 

1 

6% 

2 

9 

6 

3 

6 

4 

1 

2 

8 

6 

3 

6 

3 

1   1 

2 

5 

5 

7 

5 

9 

'   1 

2 

0 

4 

8 

3 

5 

8 

0 

8 

8 

5 

3 

2 

3 

2 

11 

0 

7 

2 

1  2 

.2 

3 

9 

8 

7 

3 

1 

1 

1 

7 

8 

10 

5 

.9 

7 

5 

9 

10 

2 

,7 

1 

73 

0% 

69 

5% 

I.L3 

.2 

14 

.6 

NON-WHITE 

1 

Fema  1  e 

Tota  1 

1960 

1980 

1960 

1980 

1.9% 

3.0% 

3  .  5% 

5.9% 

5 

1.9 

2.7 

3.7 

2 

1.6 

2.4 

3  .  1 

2 

1.  1 

2  .4 

2.  1 

8 

.9 

1  .6 

1.9 

5 

.9 

3.8 

3.0 

9 

1.0 

4.  1 

2.3 

9 

1.5 

3  .0 

2.6 

2 

1.8 

2.  1 

3.  5 

3 
4 

2.2 

2.0 

3.3 

14 

15.9 

27.6 

31.4   ! 

TOTAL 

Ma 

le 

Fema 1 e 

Total    ; 

1960 

1980 

1960 

1980 

1960 

1980  i 

0-4 

5.2% 

6  .  4% 

4.9% 

6  .  4% 

10.  1% 

12.8%  I 

5-9 

4.3 

5.0 

4.7 

5.  1 

9.0 

10.1   1 

10-14 

4.3 

4.7 

4.4 

4.7 

8.7 

9.4   ! 

15-19 

3.7 

3.6 

4.4 

4.4 

8.  1 

8.0   1 

20-24 

2.8 

2.9 

3.6 

2  .  5 

6.4 

5.4 

25-34 

6.7 

3.7 

5.9 

3  .7 

12  .6 

7.4 

35-44 

7  .4 

4.8 

7  .7 

4.7 

15.  1 

9.5 

45-54 

5.7 

4.  5 

7  .  1 

5.4 

12.8 

9.9 

55-64 

4.5 

6.3 

5.4 

7.7 

9.9 

14.0 

65+ 

3.  1 

5.  1 

4.8 

8.4 

7.9 

13.  5 

TOTALS 

47.7% 

47.0 

52.9 

53.0 

100.6 

100.0 

Note:   1960  projections  are  arrived  at  by  taking  allocated  proportion  of  1980  County 
figures.   See  Table  VI.   Proportions  were  average  of  two  projections,  cohort  survival 
and  straight  class  trend  with  smoothing  for  age  trend.   1960  data  are  for  the  Town 
only;  1980  forecast  is  also  for  City  of  Roxboro,  but  to  the  extent  the  "fringe"  comes 
to  resemble  the  Town.   Proportions  would  apply  to  whole  Township. 
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TABLE  V  —  PERSON  COUNTY 


POPULATION    BY    AGE    GROUPS 


! 

1950 

WHITE 

Tota  Is 

Males 

Fema 1 es 

Male 

0-4 

3,  180 

956 

856 

703 

5-9 

2,856 

838 

798 

594 

10-14 

2,623 

772 

734 

576 

15-19 

2,229 

700 

684 

436 

20-24 

2,018 

589 

664 

382 

25-29 

2,013 

642 

638 

349 

30-34 

1  ,734 

569 

596 

303 

35-39 

1,620 

513 

576 

272 

40-44 

1,371 

541 

482 

174 

45-49 

1,  104 

400 

424 

144 

50-54 

949 

341 

351 

119 

55-59 

759 

290 

255 

111 

60-64 

601 

201 

213 

103 

65-69 

648 

216 

231 

101 

70-74 

317 

119 

114 

48 

75-79 

285 

92 

109 

45 

80-84 

8  5+ 

54 

14 

18 

10 

(65+) 

(  1,304) 

(441) 

(472) 

(305) 

TOTALS 

2  4,361 

7,793 

7,743 

4,470 

NONWHITE 

s    Fema  1  es 

665 
626 
541 
409 
383 
384 
266 
259 
174 
136 
138 
103 
84 
100 
36 
39 

12 
(187) 


1960 

WHITE 

NONWHITES   1 

Tota  Is 

Males 

Fema 1 e  s   Males 

Fema  1  e  s 

3,  190 

923 

350 

697 

720 

3,127 

882 

845 

721 

679 

3,035 

894 

850 

664 

627 

2,480 

739 

723 

522 

496 

1,572 

494 

509 

277 

292 

1,470 

505 

527 

203 

235 

1,704 

554 

589 

277 

284 

1,723 

578 

602 

253 

290 

1,629 

559 

581 

256 

233 

1,557 

517 

574 

239 

227 

1,249 

493 

466 

122 

168 

1,036 

372 

414 

133 

117 

778 

280 

292 

89 

117 

733 

234 

271 

103 

125 

502 

145 

204 

74 

79 

393 

133 

155 

57 

48 

141 

54 

52 

18 

17 

75 

24 

27 

6 

18 

(1 ,844) 

(590) 

(709) 

(258) 

(287) 

26,394  8 

,380 

8,0J1_ 

4,711 

4,772 
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TABLE  VI  --  PERSON  COUNTY 


POPULATION  PROJECTION  BY  AGE  GROUPS 


1970 

1 

1980 

I 

White 

Nonwhite    ; 

White 

Nonwhite    ; 

Tota  Is 

Males 

Fema  1  es   Males 

Fema  1  es; 

Totals 

Males   Fema 1 

es   Ma  1 e  s 

Fema  1  es 

0-4 

3,  195 

915 

842 

707 

731 

3  ,324 

938     863 

749 

774 

5-9 

2,915 

814 

780 

680 

641 

3  ,041 

840     805 

719 

677 

10-14 

3,043 

863 

844 

658 

678   i 

3,047 

855     836 

667 

689 

15-19 

2,712 

777 

765 

633 

537   1 

i   2,527 

717     706 

597 

507 

20-24 

1,818 

572 

589 

319 

338 

!   1,817 

552     584 

316 

365 

25-29 

1,617 

533 

557 

243 

284 

:   1,751 

560     589 

294 

308 

30-34 

1,331 

464 

451 

200 

216 

1   1,539 

537     522 

230 

250 

35-39 

1,275 

454 

497 

IA7 

177 

1,393 

479     525 

175 

214 

40-44 

1,600 

544 

574 

234 

248 

!   1,254 

456     440 

169 

189 

45-49 

1,657 

582 

599 

222 

254 

i   1,235 

457     494 

129 

155 

50-54 

1,473 

509 

561 

179 

224 

1   1,451 

495     554 

163 

239 

55-59 

1,455 

480 

560 

220 

195   ! 

!   1,547 

540     585 

204 

218 

60-64 

1,024 

404 

387 

91 

142 

;   1,206 

417     466 

133 

190 

65-69 

1,003 

300 

439 

123 

141 

1   1,420 

387     594 

204 

235 

70-74 

653 

201 

279 

63 

110  ; 

i     857 

290     370 

64 

133 

75-79 

443 

144 

181 

58 

60 

1     614 

184     293 

69 

68 

80-84 

222 

65 

93 

27 

37 

291 

90     127 

23 

51 

85+ 

133 

47 

49 

8 

29    : 

189 

62      73 

10 

44 

(65+) 

;  (3,371) 

( 1,013) (1,457) 

(370) 

(531) 

TOTALS 

27,569 

8,668 

9,047 

4,812 

5,042   j 

28,503 

8,856   9,426 

4,915 

5,306 

Source:   Census  data  1950,  1960.   Projection  method  developed  by  Josef  H.  Perry  (DCP) 
and  C.  Horace  Hamilton  (N.C.  State  College). 
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TABLE  VII 
CITY  OF  ROXBORO  and  PERSON  COUNTY 
EMPLOYMENT  AND  UNEMPLOYMENT  OF  THE  LABOR  FORCE  BY  SEX  AND  AREA  OF  RESIDENCE 


CITY 

FRINGE 

I      OTHER  TOWNSHIPS 

PERSON 

CO. 

Number    % 

Number     % 

i    Number 

% 

Number 

% 

Males 

Total  Labor  Force 

1353     20 

1821      28 

3455 

52 

i  6629 

100 

Emp loyed 

1294     20 

1767      27 

3372 

53 

6433 

100 

Unemp loyed 

(IJumb  er  ) 

59     30 

54      28 

83 

42 

;   196 

100 

(Percentage  in) 

4 ,  4% 

3.07, 

2  .  47. 

i       3. 

0% 

Fema  1  e  s 

Total  Labor  Force 

914     29 

927     29 

1318 

42 

;  3159 

100 

Emp loyed 

854     30 

849     29 

!    1198 

41 

:  2901 

100 

Unemployed 

i 

(Numb  er ) 

60     23 

78     30 

i     120 

47 

i  258 

100 

(Percentage  in) 

6.67=       1        7.8% 

8.6% 

1 

2% 

31 


TABLE  VIII--ROXBORO  POTENTIAL  LABOR  MARKET  BY  DISTANCE  AND  SECTOR,  SEX  AND  COLOR 


1 

r-- 

WHITE 

1 

NONWHITE 

|i 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

i   MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL      !; 

N.W. 

NO. 

7o 

NO. 

7o 

NO. 

7o 

i  NO. 

7o 

NO. 

7, 

NO. 

if 

Roxboro , 

124 

2% 

124 

2% 

248 

47o 

16 

*7„ 

9 

*7o 

25 

*7„   1 

N.E. 

121 

2 

105 

2 

226 

4 

12 

-> 

15 

* 

27 

S  .W. 

24 

* 

25 

* 

49 

1 

4 

* 

5 

* 

9 

ii 

S.E.   , 

189 

3 

231 

4 

420 

7 

•  _47 

I 

64 

1 

111 

2     ii 

Tota  1 

458 

8 

485 

8 

943 

16 

1  ^9 

1 

93 

2 

172 

3       ;; 

4-9    Mi 

1 
le      i 

1 

Ring 

N.W. 

192 

3 

170 

3 

362 

6 

'  41 

1 

34 

1 

75 

1       .1 

N.E. 

518 

9 

511 

8 

1029 

17 

!  75 

1 

56 

1 

131 

2     \\ 

S.W, 

199 

3 

188 

3 

387 

6 

'  31 

1 

26 

■i: 

57 

1     ;; 

S.E. 

382 

6 

388 

6 

770 

11 

!  92 

2 

£5 

2 

187 

1      ;: 

Tota  1 

^291 

21 

1257 

21 

2548 

42 

i  239 

i 

4 

211 

4 

450 

7     :■ 

10-14  Mi 

le 

1 

Ring 

N.W. 

50 

1 

43 

1 

93 

2 

i  35 

1 

16 

* 

51 

1     - 

N.E.   i 

94 

2 

72 

1 

166 

3 

!  58 

1 

32 

1 

90 

1       r 

S  ,W. 

97 

2 

81 

1 

178 

3 

;    43 

1 

47 

1 

90 

1       i 

S.E. 

118 

2^ 

121 

2 

239 

4 

i  ito 

j_ 

4_5 

]_ 

_85 

i      j' 

Tota  1 

359 

6 

317 

5 

676 

11 

;  176 

3 

140 

2 

316 

5    ! 

1 S-24  Mi 

le 

Ring 

N  .W. 

29 

* 

22 

* 

51 

I 

17 

* 

10 

* 

27 

* 

N.E  . 

58 

1 

49 

1 

107 

2 

14 

* 

15 

-> 

29 

*    ; 

S.W. 

54 

1 

28 

* 

82 

1 

28 

* 

9 

* 

37 

1    ! 

S.E. 

67 

1 

42 

1 

109 

2 

33 

1 

45 

1 

78 

1    '■ 

Tota  1 

208 

3 

141 

2 

349 

6 

;  92 

2 

79 

1 

171 

3 

2  5+  Mile 

i 

Ring 

N.W. 

15 

* 

7 

* 

22 

* 

1   2 

* 

1 

* 

3 

*     : 

N.E. 

24 

* 

13 

* 

37 

1 

1   8 

* 

1 

* 

9 

* 

S  .W. 

26 

* 

17 

* 

43 

1 

!  11 

-"- 

2 

* 

13 

*      : 

S.E. 

44 

1 

41 

1 

85 

1 

i  78 

1 

107 

2 

185 

3 

Tota  1 

109 

2 

78 

1 

187 

3 

1  99 

2 

111 

2 

210 

3 

32 


TABLE  Vlll--(Continued) 
TOTALS  FOR  THE  POTENTIAL  LABOR  MARKET  AVAILABLE  TO  THE  ROXBORO  AREA  BY  SEX 


WHITE 

FEMALE 
NO.       % 


TOTAL 
NO.       % 


I   MALE 
NO. 


NONWHITE 

FEMALE 
NO.       7o 


TOTAL 
NO.     % 


Totals     N.W. 

for  Each   N.E. 

Quadrant   S . W . 

S  .E. 

Grard  To t  s 1 ^ 


410 

7 

366 

6 

776 

13 

111 

2 

70 

1 

181 

3 

815 

14 

750 

12 

1565 

26 

167 

3 

119 

2 

286 

5 

400 

7 

339 

6 

739 

12 

117 

2 

89 

1 

206 

3 

800 

13 

923 

14 

1623 

27 

290 

5 

356 

6 

646 

11 

:2A25 


JtO   _22  7  8 


38 ^410.3. 


78   685 


11 


)34_ 


11   1319 


22 


TOTALS  FOR  THE  POTENTIAL  LABOR  MARKET  AVAILABLE  TO  THE  ROXBORO  AREA  BY  SEX  FOR  THE  FOUR 


TOTAL 

MALE 

TOTAL 

FEMALE ! 

TOTAL  j 

NO. 

% 

NO. 

7o   i 

NO. 

7, 

Roxbo  ro   N.W. 

140 

2 

133 

2   ! 

273 

5 

N.E. 

133 

2 

120 

2 

253 

4 

S  .W. 

28 

* 

30 

* 

58 

1 

S  .E. 

236 

4 

-  ) 

295 

1   i 

iil 

9 

Tota  1 

537 

9  j 

578 

10 

1115 

19 

4-9  Mile 

Ring      N.W. 

233 

4 

204 

3   1 

437 

7 

N.E. 

593 

10 

567 

9 

1160 

19 

S  .W. 

230 

4 

214 

4 

444 

7 

S.E. 

474 

_8 

483 

_8 

957 

J_6 

Total 

1530 

25 

1468 

24 

2998 

50 

10-14  Mile 

Ring      N.W. 

85 

1 

59 

1   ! 

144 

2 

N.E. 

152 

3  : 

104 

2   , 

256 

4 

S  .W. 

140 

2  i 

128 

2     ; 

268 

4 

S.E. 

158 

3  ' 

166 

3  ! 

324 

5  i 

Total 

535 

9 

457 

8 

992 

16  i 

1 

15-24  Mile 

Ring      N.W. 

46 

1  i 

32 

78 

1  ; 

N.E. 

72 

1 

64 

136 

2  1 

S  .W. 

82 

1 

37 

119 

2  1 

S  .E. 

100 

2 

87 

i   i 

187 

3  I 

Total 

300 

5 

220 

^ 

520 

9 

.....A  COMBINATION  OF  THE  WHITE 
AND  NON-WHITE  POPULATIONS  ABOVE 
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TABLE  VIII 

--(Continued 

TOTAL 

1 

TOTAL 

i 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

NO. 

%j 

NO.     % 

NO.       % 

25+  Mile 

1 

! 

i' 

Ring 

N.W.I   17 

* 

8        *  !   25      * 

N.E.   32 

1 

14        *  :   46       1 

S.W.   37 

1 

19        *    56      1 

S  .  E  .  12  2 

2 

,148         2   270      4 

Tota  1 

208 

3; 

189         3  :  397      7 

1 

Totals 

N.W  . 

521 

9i  436         7  1  957      16 

for  Each 

N.E. 

982 

16  869       14  11851     31 

Qua  dra  n t 

S  .W. 

517 

9,:428        7  |!  945     16 

S  .E. 

1090 

18ijl]79       20  ii2269     38 

Grand  Total 

3110 

52; 

2912      48 

B022    100   ! 
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TABLE  IX--PERSON  COUNTY,  N.  C.  CHANGES  IN  EMPLOYMENT  BY  INDUSTRY  1950-1960 


Agriculture 

Construction 

Manufacturing 
Woo  d  Product 
Primary  Metal 
Fabric  Metal 
Machinery  (N  .  E  .  ) 
Machinery  (Elect.) 
M . V .  Equ  ipment 
Trans.  Equipment 
Other  Durables 

TOTAL  DURABLES 

Food ,  Etc. 
Text i le  Mill 
Appa  r e  1  ,  etc. 
Printing,  etc. 
Chemica Is,  etc. 
Misc.  Non-Durable 
TOTAL  NON-DURABLES 
Others 

Rail roa  d ,  etc. 
Trucking ,  etc. 
Other  transport 

Communications 

Utilities 

Who  1 esa 1 e 

Food  Stores,  etc. 

Eating  and  Drinking 

Other  Retail 


[ 

1950 

1960 

~^ 

CHANGE 

1   Male 

Fema le 

Tota  1 

Ma  le 

Fema  1  e 

Tota  1 

Male 

Fema le 

Tot  al 

3637 

12  1 

3758 

2453 

339 

2792 

-1184 

+  218 

-966 

356 

8 

364 

409 

8 

417 

+   53 

__ 

+  53 

(1182) 

(632) 

(1814) 

(  1809) 

( 1060) 

(2869) 

(+  627) (+428) 

(+1055) 

285 

9 

294 

207 

- 

207 

-   78 

-9 

-87 

1 

_ 

1 

39 

_ 

39 

+   38 

- 

+  38 

_ 

1 

1 

105 

105 

+  105 

-1 

+  104 

2 

_ 

2 

32 

16 

8 

+   29 

+  15 

+  6 

1 

1 

2 

- 

40 
3 

- 

+  38 

_ 

- 

+  3 

_ 

_ 

_ 

11 

31 

_ 

-3 

+  20 

- 

14 
(303) 

2 
(13) 

16 
(316) 

- 

39 
(441) 

- 

+  23 

(394) 

- 

- 

(125) 

14 

1 

15 

67 

35 

102 

+  53 

+  34 

+  87 

817 

589 

1406 

1154 

547 

1701 

+  337 

-42 

+  295 

_ 

_ 

- 

8^ 

415 

500 

+  85 

+  415 

+  500 

20 

16 

36 

_ 

_ 

27 

_ 

_ 

-9 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

29 

_ 

+  29 

9 

3 

12 

109 

11 

69 

+  80 

-3 

+  57 

( 1469) 

(2428) 

(+959) 

19 

10 

29 

-19 

-10 

-29 

15 
28 

1 

15 
29 

4 
25 

-11 

-  4 

35 

- 

35 

160 

19 

55 

+  40 

+  10 

+  20 

6 

3 

9 

32 

+  23 

36 
74 

5 
16 

41 
90 

63 
170 

+  22 

159 

11 

+85 

-  5 

+  80 

108 

33 

141 

123 

63 

188 

+  15 

+30 

+  45 

22 

20 

42 

36 

51 

87 

+  14 

+3  1 

+  45 

364 

127 

491 

534 

250 

784 

+  170 

+  123 

+  293 

35 


TABLE  IX — (Continued) 


Finance,  Ins.  R.E. 
Bus.  Services 
Repair  Services 
Private  Households 
Hot  el  s,  etc. 
Other  Personal  Serv. 
Entertainment,  etc. 
Medical  and  Health 
Educa  t  ion ,  Gov . 
Educa  t  ion ,  P vt . 
Other  Professional 

S  ervice 
Public  Administration 
Others 

TOTAL  EMPLOYMENT 


TOTAL  NON-AGRICULTURE 


CHANGE 

Fema 1 e 

Total 

+  2  9 

+  37 

0 

+  10 

- 

-5 

+  230 

+  260 

- 

+  40 

-6 

-19 

+  73 

+  88 

+  84 

+  104 

+  14 

+  17 

+  32 

+  69 

+  15 

+  55 

+  7 

+  40 

+  1343 

+  1321 

+  1419 

+  2451 

-76 

-1130 

+  1201 

-  16  4- 

1125 

2287 

-  36 


TABLE  X--ROXBORO  AND  PERSON  COUNTY,  N.  C.  TRENDS  IN  NUMBER  OF  MANUFACTURING 
PLANTS  BY  SECTOR  AND  SIZE,  1947-1962 


(Sector) 


(Size) 


1-19  Emp loy  ed 


20-99  Employed 


100  or  More  Employed 


)d, 
)a  c 
cti 
)a  r 
nb  e 
rni 
Lnt 
mi 
)be 
:hi 
5tr 
:al 
see 
CAL 


e  Cc  . 
CO  Proc , 
1  es 

el 


tur 
ing 
ca  1 

r  a 
ner 
ume 
Fa 
11a 


nd  Plastics 

y 

nt  s 

brication 

neous 


1947   1954   1958   1962 


1947   1954   1958   1962 


1947   1954   1958   1962 


4 
0 
0 
1 

13 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 

22 


3 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

19 

25 

1 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

2 

28 

38 

Net  Change  1947-1962 


>d ,  etc . 

>a  ceo  Proc  . 

utiles 
]  )are  1 
!  [iber  ,  e t c  . 
1  rni  tur e 
:  lnt  ing 
'.  >mica  1  s 

I  )ber  &  Plastic 
I  :hinery 
I  i trument  s 
I  :a  1  Fabrication 
I  ice  1  laneous 

I  :al 


Sma  1 1 


ir  ces  :        U  . 
"■ELOPMENT    P 
1    large    p  la 


S  .  Census 
ROGRAM,  19 
nts  by  200 


Medium 


-2  +1 

0  -1 

+2  -1 

-1  0 

-12  0 

0  0 

-2  0 

0  0 

0  +1 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0 

0  +2 

-_lj4 [_  +2 

of  Manufacturing,  1947,  1954, 

62.   *  Obtained  by  multiplying  sm 


37 


Large 

-1 

0 
-1 

0 
+  1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

+1 

+  2 

0 

+  4 

1958;  Person  County 

all  plant  change 


Total  Weighted* 
Change 

0  +240 

-1  -  60 

0  -240 

-1  -  10 

-11  +  80 

0  0 

-2  -  20 

0  0 

+  1  +  60 

0  0 

+1  +200 

+2  +400 

+2  +120 

-9  +770 

Planning  Board,  OVERALL  ECONOMIC 
by  10,  medium-sized  plants  by  60 


TABLE  XI--ROXBORO  AND  PERSON  COUNT 

19 


Y,  N.C.  TRENDS  IN  RETAIL  DISTRIBUTION  ACTIVITY. 
48  to  1958 


1948 

1954 

1958 

(Item) 

City 

Other 

County 

City 

Other 

County 

City 

Other 

County 

All 

E  s  tab  1 ishmen t  s 

128 

117 

245 

179 

68 

247 

135 

122 

257 

Sales  ($1000) 

9057 

1776 

10833 

13644 

1927 

15571 

14631 

3602 

18223 

Payroll  ($1000) 

810 

55 

865 

1217 

72 

1289 

1401 

160 

1561 

Emp loy  ees 

548 

53 

601 

608 

56 

664 

688 

82 

770 

(Selected  Types) 

Food  Stores 

E  s  tab  1 ishment s 

27 

38 

65 

42 

16 

58 

19 

16 

35 

Sales  ($1000) 

1389 

396 

1785 

2470 

378 

2848 

2667 

617 

3294 

General  Stores 

E  s  tab  1 ishment s 

6 

27 

33 

21 

15 

36 

7 

30 

36 

Sales 

1243 

726 

1969 

1620 

761 

2381 

1400 

1069 

2469 

Gas  Stat  ions 

Estab 1 ishments 

22 

37 

59 

33 

19 

52 

33 

44 

77 

Sa  les 

582 

486 

1050 

1212 

425 

1637 

1366 

898 

2264 
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TABLE  XI1-..R0XB0R0,  N 


C-  AND  PERSON  COUNTY  TOTAL  EMPLOYMENT  1960  .and 
PROJECTED  1970  and  1980 


P 

iDJJLCJ:JLQN_ 

I 

PROJECTION  11 

1960 

1970 

1980 

1970 

1980 

Lumber  and  Wood  Products 

207 

166 

133 

166 

133 

Metals  Manufacturing 

113 

140 

174 

182 

2  6  8* 

Machinery  Manufacturing 

48 

70 

87 

115 

195* 

Other  Durable  Manufacturing 

42 

53 

67 

76 

12  0* 

Total  Durables  Manufacturing 

410 

(429) 

(461) 

(539) 

(716) 

Food  Products 

102 

125 

154 

212 

3  48* 

Textiles  (Mill) 

1,701 

1  ,531 

1,378 

1,531 

1,378 

Textile  Fabrication 

500 

545 

594 

1,045 

1,639* 

Print  ing 

27 

28 

29 

28 

29 

Chemica  1  s 

29 

39 

53 

68 

12  1* 

Other  Non-Durables 

69 

73 

77 

128 

192* 

Total  Durable  Manufacturing 

2,428 

(2,341) 

(2,285) 

(3,012) 

(3,707) 

Total  Manufacturing 

2,838 

(2,770) 

(2 ,746) 

(3,551) 

(4,423) 

Construction                   i 

417 

471 

532 

471 

532 

R.R.  Transport 

4 

2 

1    i 

2 

1 

Truck  Transport                ! 

25 

30 

36    ! 

30 

36 

Other  Transportation 

55 

68 

84   i 

68 

84 

Communications                 | 

32 

37 

43 

60 

97* 

Utilities 

63 

84 

113    '  !     84 

1 

113 

Who  1  e  sa  1  e  Trade                i 

170 

257 

388    :  1    257 

388 

Retail  Trade 

1,057 

1,469 

2,042   ;   1,469 

2,042 

Fina  nee ,  etc. 

109 

159 

232   :  !    159 

232 

Bus.  and  Repair  Service 

135 

154 

176   i  1    154 

176 

Household  Service 

411 

1,  151 

3,223   i  j  1,151 

3,223 

Other  Personal  Service 

194 

210 

227   !  1    210 

227 

Education  Service 

374 

580 

899   ■ 

580 

899 

Other  Professional  Service 

260 

528 

1,072 

528 

1,072 

Public  Administration 

168 

232 

320        ; 

232 

320 

Agr icu 1 t ur e 

2,792 

1,899 

1,291   ; 

1,899 

1,291 

All  Other 

1 

187 

408 

889 

408 

889 

Total  Non-Agricultural       ^ 

6,542 

8,610 

13,023 

9,414 

14,754 

Total  (Inc.  Agricultural)     | 

9,334 

10,509 

14,314   ! 

11,313 

16,045 

39  - 
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